Rank, Review &
Recommendation
for Permanent
Support Housing
for Women —
New Project




Scoring and Ranking of New Proposals

Coordinated Assessment

1 The Bridge 71

2 Arch City Defenders 63.2
PSH

1 5t. Patrick Center 51

2 Peter and Paul Community Services 50.3
RRH

1 St Patrick Center 56.28

2 Gateway 180 55.29

3 Employment Connection 54.85

4 Arch City Defenders 45



PSH New Projects

Measure (5 point max)

St Patricks

Peter and Paul

Population
Project identified a clear understanding of population io be
served

History of Providing Services
Has experience providing services to homeless populations
with disabilities

Gap/Address Priority
The extent to which the project fills a gap and addresses
COC priovity issue

Collaborations/Partnerships
Describes already established relationships in the
community

Front Door Assessment
Is currently or has experience utilizing an assessment to
develop housing strategies and case planning

HMIS
Is eurrently using HMIS to collect, report datn and evaluate
performance

Addressing Long Term Barriers

The project's ability to identify long-term needs and address
with appropriate services

On Site Services/Service Agreements
Describes on site services or current service agreements for
services and supports through themselves or collaborative

partnerships

Track Client Progress
Ability and plan to track clients through the progression of
services being provided

Track Program Performance
Evaluate the effectiveness of the service being offered and
overall effectiveness of project

Budget
Budget is reasonable and consistent with the delivery of the
program
TOTAL=55
Additional Information/Observations
St Patricks Peter and Paul
Strengths
Weaknesses

Budget $338,454.00 $514,680.00




PSH-St. Patrick Center-Women's SHP

KA MP RL DG KB BR CP

1]Population 5/ 5] 5 51 5] 5] 5
2[HX providing services 4] 5| 5| 5] 5] 5] 5
3|Gap/address priority 4] 5| 5{ 5| 5| 5{ 5
4|Collaberation patnerships 5 5| 5] 4 5| 5].5
5|Front door assesment 41 51 5|1 4| 4| 5] 5
6{Hmis 3] 5] 4 4] 5| 5] 5
7\addressing long term barriers 4 5 5] 4] 4| 3] 5
8| 0n site services/service agreements 4 5|1 5] 4] 5] 2| 5
9| Track Client progress 4 5| 5| 4] 5] 5] 5
10|Track program performance 4 5] 5| 5] 5{ 4] 5
11|Budget 51 5] 5| 4] 4] 3| 5

46 55 54 48 52 47 55

Average 51.0




PSH-Peter/Paul-Garfield

KA MP RL DG KB BR CP

Population

5

5

5

HX providing services

Gap/address priority

Collaberation patnerships

Front door assesment

Hrnis

addressing long term barriers

On site services/service agreements

Track Client progress

Track program petrformance

Budget
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46 55 54 45 49 51 51

Average 50.3




